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their readiness to preserve the existing status of
Egypt, if Turkey on her part remained neutral. In
the communications which passed during the two
following months between the British Ambassador
and the Ottoman Government, three points stand out
clearly. Firstly, the unconsciousness of England that an
understanding existed between Germany and Turkey :
secondly, the repeated assurance on the part of the
latter of her neutrality : and lastly, the unceasing
commission of acts which gave the lie to Turkish
professions of good faith. The patience of Great
Britain was sorely tried. In spite of the rigorous pro-
visions of the Treaties of Paris and the Dardanelles
in 1856 and in 1871 respectively, the Goeben and the
Breslau had been permitted to pass unchallenged into
the Bosphorus ; armed Bedouins, at Turkish instiga-
tion, were threatening the security of the Suez Canal;
Russia had been attacked in the Black Sea ; and finally
the Dardanelles was closed to all commercial shipping,
On top of these infringements of neutrality the Otto-
man Government was impudent enough to complain
of the presence of a British ship of war in Turkish
territorial waters, A sloop had been dispatched to the
Persian Gulf to watch Shatt El Arab* At that moment
it was very far from certain whether the ship in question
was not lying in Persian waters; but that doubt did
not deter the Ottoman Government from demanding
in peremptory terms the withdrawal of the sloop.
Finally, an insolent communication upon the subject
of Egypt addressed by the Government to the British
Embassy in the last days of October destroyed any
remaining hope of peace. Turkey, the message de-
clared, was indifferent to the fate of India ; but
Egypt, in the opinion of the Government was, and
always would be considered, an integral part of the
Ottoman Empire. Reluctantly the Allies took up the
challenge and broke off diplomatic relations. Why